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Commissioner for Patents 
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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Responsive to the Final Office Action, dated October 13, 2005, please consider the 
following remarks in connection with the pre-appeal brief request for review. Review of the final 
rejection is requested for the following reasons. 

1. The Rejection Of Claims 1-21 under 35 U.S.C. 112 Is improper and unfounded. 

Claims 1,14 and 18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. Specifically, the rejection states that: "the claim(s) contain 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The claims recite the method step of "transmitting 
configuration information... to track, monitor and confirm work in progress until manufacturing is 
complete" and "completing software configuration... to track, monitor and confirm work in 
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progress" which were not described in the specification. In the specification, applicant 
described that the configuration information, i.e. drivers, operating system information, etc., is 
used to configure the device. The configuration information is not described to be used for 
tracking, monitoring and confirming work in progress. The specification describes that the 
device can be tracked and monitored via an information (not configuration information) 
communicated via a wireless network [specification, p. 12, lines 14-29; p. 13, lines 17-21 J." 

Referring to the original application in its entirety, and specifically to page 7, lines 6-27 
and page 12, lines 4-29, it is stated that: "Referring to Fig. 2, a flow diagram 20 is shown 
illustrating more detailed steps taken for the above described wireless configuration process. 
At the beginning of the manufacturing process, the CP's firmware is programmed and a unique 
product ID is assigned to the CP in step 22. The CP is assembled with other standard 
hardware and software components in various assembly steps in step 24. After the assembly is 
completed, the CP is powered up in step 26, and pushed through multiple steps of 
manufacturing and diagnostic tests in step 28. Once the CP proves to meet the product quality 
standard of the factory, the CP is suspended to a standby mode in step 30 to be later woken up 
by a signal transmitted by the wireless information network. The CP is now ready to be put in a 
shipping box. The CP packaged in a box (or a "containerized CP") is now shipped to a 
configuration area of the factory in step 34, and a "wake-up" signal sent by the wireless 
information network in step 36 triggers the CP to initiate the configuration process. The CP 
responds to the wake-up signal and feeds back information to the wireless communication hub 
about its identity (e.g., its ID). It is contemplated that the wireless communication hub can 
continuously send the wake-up signal to all the CPs arriving in its coverage area so that they 
can "wake up" in the same order as they arrive. Through the wireless communication hub, the 
manufacturing control server recognizes the ID of the CP, and associates the ID with customer 
order details for configuring the CP in step 40. Then, the configuration data is downloaded to 
the CP in step 44 so that the CP can be customized as it is expected." 

"In a manufacturing environment where the wireless information network is used 
extensively, communications [with] between the wireless information network and the CP can 
start early and take place in all the assembly stages. Referring now to Fig. 5, a flow diagram 80 
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is shown illustrating the use of the wireless information network in the computer manufacturer's 
factory. When components are shipped to the computer manufacturer's factory, there will be a 
holding area and kitting racks where hardware components can be stored and classified. A 
traveler 82 is generated by the manufacturing control server and sent to the assembly area or 
the area where the kitting racks are. Operators in that area would collect the desired chassis 
as well as all the components necessary for assembly down stream in a parts bin 84. The first 
component that is installed would be a mother board 86 and its wireless communication 
subsystem. Once, the mother board is able to communicate with the wireless information 
network, when other hardware components such as all peripheral devices and other 
subsystems are installed, it triggers the information exchanges between the computer in 
making and the wireless information network. For instance, after an operator plugs in a display 
adapter, a message can be sent to the operator through his assembly computer station to 
inform him that the installed hardware matches the configuration defined by the traveler. Once 
the computer is fully assembled and operational, it is sent to the burn rack 88, and more 
information is provided to the wireless information network to help facilitating the work in 
progress. The assembled computer is then added with optional components (block 90), boxed 
(block 94), and shipped out for customers (block 94). In every single process step, the 
computer can communicate with the wireless information network to provide information to 
track, monitor, or confirm the work in progress until the shipping truck leaves the factory." 

2. The Rejection Of Claims 1-21 is not supported by a prima facie case of 
obviousness. 

The rejection states: "Claims 2-1 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lewis (U.S. Patent No. 6,876,295), Worley et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,651,190) and Kroening et al. (U.S. Patent 6,080,207). Claims 1, 12 and 14-21 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis (U.S. Patent No. 6,876,295) and 
Worley et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,651,190)." 

The rejection admits that u Lewis does not explicitly teach that the computing product 
could be tracked, monitored and confirmed work in progress via a wireless network,", and 
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argues that "Worley teaches that an operation of a system could be tracked, monitored and 
confirmed via a wireless network [col. 4, lines 42-48; col. 7, lines 8-53]." However, Worley is a 
remote maintenance device to monitor and control a host computer and its operating system. 

The rejection admits that "Lewis and Worley do not explicitly detail the type of the 
configuration information," and argues that "Lewis suggests that any type of configuration 
information could be wirelessly received and stored by the computing product." Lewis is 
directed to initial configuration of a wireless communication device without requiring full 
assembly. 

The rejection admits that "Lewis, Worley and Kroening do not explicitly teach that the 
specified hardware configuration in the assembling is a customer selected configuration," and 
argues that "one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that it would have been 
obvious to allow the customers to select hardware configuration in the same way they select 
their software configuration." However, Kroening is directed to an image building software 
delivery process. 

The rejection admits that "Lewis, Worley and Kroening do not explicitly teach the step of 
confirming the computing product is appropriately configured subsequent to the configuring," 
and argues that "Kroening teaches that error checking is made during the creating of the image 
before the image is transmitted to the computing product [col. 5, lines 17-26]. Kroening [does] 
aware of the operation of the configured computing product. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of 
Kroening to include a confirmation step to ensure that the computing product operate error free 
after being configured." However, the combined teachings do not suggest the described and 
claimed invention, see Fig. 2 of the application. 

The prima facie case of obviousness is missing however, because the references fail to 
disclose each element of the claims or suggest the missing elements. 
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The rejection fails to show any prior art teaching or suggestion for the claimed 
"transmitting configuration information to the assembled computing product via a wireless 
communication connection to track, monitor and confirm work in progress until manufacturing is 
completed"... and "configuring the containerized computing product with the received 
configuration information, via the wireless configuration information." 

Other reasons for the patentability of claims 1-21 have been previously presented and 
will be maintained should the filing of an appeal brief become necessary. 



Respectfully submitted, 



i^^f^' OS 
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